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COMPARATIVE  REVIEW, 
See. 


IT  is  riot  becaufe  the  ftyle  or  the  matter  of 
Mr.  Boaden’s  Critical  Examination  of  the 
Shakfpeare  MSS.  appears  to  poffefs  any  intrintic 
merit,  that  it  is  made  the  fubjecT  of  coniidera- 
tion  in  the  following  pages;  Much  lefs  is  this 
flight  attempt  dilated  by  any  apprehenlion 
that  the  authenticity  of  thofe  MSS.  will  be  ma- 
terially affedted,  either  by  the  arguments  of 
fuch  an  examiner,  or  the  detedlion  of  his  fo-  • 
phiflry.  .But  when  an  individual  pretends  to 
diredl  the  tafle  of  the  public^  wheri,  relying  on 
the  fancied  ingenuity  and  importance  of  his 
criticifm,  he  attempts  to  depreciate  real  merits 
it  becomes,  at  leafi:,  neceffary  to  examine  the 
purity  of  his  motives,  a!nd  the  confiftency  of  his 
conduct. 

The  authenticity  of  the  MSS.  in  the  hands 
of  Mr.  Ireland,  muft  ultimately  be  referred  to 
a higlier  tribunal,  and  undergo  a trial,  from 
• B . which 
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( 2 ) . 

which  the  Author  of  this  Effay  doubts  not  they 
will  derive  additional  luftre,  and  more  perma- 
nent credit.  They  muft  ultimately  hand  or 
fall,  according  as  they  thall  anfwer  the  fevered; 
tell;  of  critical  invefligation  ; but  that  decilion 
mud,  for  the  prefent,  be  delayed,  becaufe  the 
hod  of  erudite  commentators  will  not  fee  them, 

■ led  they  fhould  be  convinced. 

In  the  mean  while,  a champion  has  depped 
forth,  of  too  little  conlcquence,  either  froni 
ability  or  reput  at  ion  to  give  ferious  alarm  to 
thofe  who  feel  intereded  in  that  fuccefs  of 
the  MSS.  which  truth  feems  to  demand.— 
To  prevent,  however,  any  bias  which  the  pub- 
lic mind  may  receive  from  the  exertions  of  an 
nnanfwered  opponent,  however  contemptible, 
his  condemnation  is  here  drawn  from  his  own 
mouth  ; and  it  is  prefumcd,  that  fuch  a proof 
of  inconddency  and  impotence  will  fhew  him 
to  be  totally  unworthy  of  attention,  and  will 
enable  Mr.  Ireland  to  go  forward  undidurbed 
in  edablifhing  the  authenticity  of  his  valuable 
MSS.  by  the  dire  tedimony  of  intrindc  excel- 
lence and  indubitable  fatd. 

Mr.  Boaden,  in  a letter  recently  addreded  to 
Mr.  Steevens,  relative  to  the  MSS.  in  the 

* The  writer  means  only  to  fpeak  of  Mr.  Boaden’s 
literary  reputation. 

hands 


hands  of  Mr.  Ireland,  lays  claim  to  the  charac- 
ter of  hncerity,  from  the  apparently  frank  and 
open  avowal  of  the  favourable  imprellion  which 
thofe  MSS.  at  firft  made  upon  him,  together 
with  the  very  different  opinions  which  he  now 
entertains.  Such  a flatement,  on  the  hrfl  . 
view,  appears  like  the  dictate  of  candour ; but 
in  order  to  fubftantiate  it,  the  caufes  of  this 
total  change  of  fentiment  fhould  be  accurately 
detailed,  and  fhould  be  proved  to  be  adequate  ^ 
to  the  effe6ts  which  they  are  faid  to  have  pro- 
duced. If  this  fhall  not  appear  to  be  the  cafe 
in  Mr.  Boaden’s  inftance,  if  his  arguments,  (or 
rather  attempts  at  argument)  fhall  be  found 
totally  nugatory,  and  if  the  reafons  for  com- 
mendation fhall  remain  in  full  force,  or  even 
acquire  additional  ftrength,  whilji  the  critic , 
avows  a determined  hoflility  ; what  kind  of  ‘ 
opinion  can  we  form  of  his  abilities' or  integrity  ? 
Mull  we  not  fuppofe  that  fome  perfohal  piqne 
or  petty  refentment  lurks  in  his  mind,  or  that 
fome  flrange  caprice  has  perverted  his  inteUedl  ? 
In  fhort,  mull  we  not  conclude  that  the  man 
who  thus  fteps  forward  as  a public  ceiifor^  is 
himfelf  liable  to  the  imputation  either  of  igno- 
rance or  ipalevolence  ? ^ ’ 


It  is  a circumftance  very  favourable  \o  the 
MSS.  that  the  Ji^  /it  of  them  has  feldom  failed  to 

' 5 ? ■ 


produce  at  leaji  a convt3lon  of  their  authenticity. 
In  Mr.  Boaden  it  did  more,  it  produced  an 
enthufiafm” — a tremor  of  the  purefl  de- 
light and  for  days,  and  weeks,  and  months 
after  he  had  feen  them,  he  retained  fuch  a per- 
fuatipn  of  their  excellence,  as  (in  the  language 
of  his  own  paragraph)  made  all  fcepticifni 
ridiculous.”  But  all  this,  it  now  feems,  was 
error  ! an  error,  however,  whieh  is  excufed  by 
the  confideration,  that  eredulity  is  no  dif- 
grace,”  and  that  ftrong  enthuliafm  is 
ea^er  to  believe.”  f 

Let . us  paufc  for  a moment,  to  contider 
what  thefe  inftances  are,  in  whieh  credu- 
lity is  thus  pardonable  ; and  of  what  nature  is 
the  belief  fo  induced  by  enthutiafin. — Affured- 
ly  Mr.  Boaden  will  not  affert  that  credulity 
>vould  be  pardonable  in  the  cafe  of  an  im- 
podure,:  bearing  on  its  very  furface  the  Itamp 
of  talihood — or,  that  an  enthufiafm  Jirong  enough 
to  enforce  fuch  a belief,  would  be  engendered 
by  trijling  ability,  or  JuperJicial  excellence.— 
A little  confideration  will  fhew  us,  that  where 
circumftances  occur  flattering  to  long-contracted 
habits,  and  to  firmly-rooted  judgment,  there, 
and  there  only,  enthufiafm  is  likely  to  be 

* See  a letter  to  Geo.  Steevens,  Efq.  p.  i and  2. 

* • • j • ' . 
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ilrong  ; there^  and  there  only,  belief  will  pro- 
bably be  eager.  Such  enthuiiafm  and  fuch 
belief  can  only  be  overfet  by  Wronger  appeals 
to  the  fame  paflion,  or  to  the  fame  judgment. 


Mr.'Boaden  is  very  liberal  in  acknowledging 
in  his  pamphlet,  (what  indeed  he  could  not 
deny,  -becaufe  it  would  have  remained  recorded 
againtl  him  in  his  news -paper,)  that  he  was  at 
iird:  flrongly  afFeded  in  favour  of  the  MSS. ; 
neither  does  he  deny  that  he  admired  their 
flyle,  didion,  and  poetical  fpirit;  but  he^ 
leaves  us  to  difcover  by  what  new  light,  by 
what  cogency  of  argument,  that  which  was 
once  diitinguithed  for  the  utmofl  delicacy  of 
paflion,  and  poetical  fpirit,”  became  after- 
wards worthy  of  no  other  notice,  than  that 
of  being  metrically  fmooth — that  which 
was  “ rationally  pious,  and  grandly  exprefled,” 
became  execrable  jargon,”  the  puerile 
quaintnefs,  and  idiomatic  poverty  of  a me- 
thodift  rhapfody.”  In  order,  therefore,  to 
account  for  fo  lingular  a phaenomenon  of  men- 
tal verfatility,  and  to  teach  Mr.  Boaden  (Ihould 
he  really  be  ignorant,)  the  nature  of  his  intel- 
ledual  progrefs,  I lhall  take  the  liberty  of 
dating  a few  plain  and  limplc  fads, 

m 

J ~ ' I begin 
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I begin  by  premifing,  that  Mr.  Boaden  is  the 
declared  Editor  of  the  Oracle,  a daily  paper, 
to  which  he  naturally  wifhes  to  attach  as  much 
confequcnce  as  poffible.  With  this  laudable 
dehgn  in  view,  as  it  fhould  feem,  (for  we  find 
his  paper,  from  that  period,  conilantly  eyiricheil 
;with  his  remarks  on  the  Shakfpeare  MSS.)  he 
paid  a vifit  to  Mr.  Ireland,  on  the  14th  of  Fe- 
bruary, 1795,  to  infpecSt  what  he  called  the 
invaluable  remains  of  our  immortal  bard.” — 
What,  and  how  liberal  his  reception  was,  the 
public  was  informed  by  the  following  para- 
graph, which  appeared  in  the  Oracle,  Feb.  16, 

*795-  . 

Shakfpeare  MSS. — By  the  obliging  pollte- 
nefs  of  Mr.  Ireland,  of  Norfolk- flreet,  the 
condu&or  of  this  paper  ^ is  enabled  to  gratify,' 
in  a general  way,*  the  pyblic  curiofity.  To 
partieularife  would ' be  fraudulent  and  un- 
grateful.  Befides '‘the  Lear  and  Vortigern, 
there.are  various  papers,  the  domejlica  fadta 
‘‘  of  this  great  man's  life,  difeovered.  ' ^ 

“ A letter  to  the  lady  he  afterwards  married, 
dijlingidfhed  for  the  utmoji  delicacy  ofpajfion^ 

* For  attributing  to  Mr.  Boaden  the  paragraphs  which  ap- 
peared in  the  Oracle  relative  to  the  Shakfpeare  MSS.  I have 
one  fimple  reafon,  viz.  that  he  was  the  only  p erf  on  concerned  in 
the  direction  of  that  paper  that  ever  vicvjcd  them. 


and 
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and  postical  fpirit.  It  inclofes  a lock  of  his 
hair^  alfo  preferved. 

A profeffion  of  his  religious  faith,  ratio-' . 
nalh  pious y and  grandly  exprejfed. 

Some  poetical  compliments,  and  poetical 
exercifes  of  fancy,  amongft  the  company  at  . 
whofe  head  he  is  numbered.  Devifes  of 
land  ; receipts  for  money  advanced,  &c.  and ' 
a difcovery  relative  to  Lord  Southampton, 
which  we  forbear  to  anticipate^  refle61ing  im- 
mortal  honour  upon  the  bounty  of  the  one^ 
and  the  modehy  of  the  other.  It  is  the  in- 
tention  of  Mr.  Ireland  to  publifh  ,the  firll 
volume,  with  fac-li miles,  if  poffible,  by  the 
King’s  birth-day  ; the  fecond  volume  proba- 
“ bly  within  the  following  year  : and  now,  to 
this  new  information,  we  have  only  to  add,  ' 
that  the  convMon  produced  upon  our  mind,  Is ' 
filch  as  to  rnahe  all  fceptlclfm  ridiculous,  and 
when  we  follow  the  fentiments  of  Dr.  Jofeph 
Wharton,  'we  have  no  fear  of  our  critical  or^ 
thodoxyT 

The  fame  paper  of  the  21ft  contained  fur- 
ther obfervations  to  this  efFe<5l : When  we 
were  favoured  with  a light  of  thefe  invalua- 
ble  remains,  we  promifed  the  polfelTor  that 
no  fneerlng  anlmadverfions,  written  by  thofe 

who 
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**  who  had  never  Jeen  them,  fliould  pafs  without 
reply,  and  probably  reproof.  One  gentle^ 
man^  makes  himfelf  merry  with  a Profelliori 
of  Faith  from  Shakfpeare;  he  fhall  be  re- 
duced  at  once  to  the  plea  of  tgjioramus, — • 
there  happens  to  he  indifputahle  proof  that  this 
, was  the  cuflotii  of  the  age,  nay,  that  other 
members  of  the  fame  family  had  done  fo. 

But  an  objection,  has  been  urged  trium- 
phantly  by  thofe  who  have  not  feen,  that  a - 
gentleman  who  had  been  accuftomed  to  the 
hand  writing  of  that  period,  was  yet  unable  * 
to  read  them* 

The  writer  of  this  article  is  ready  to  prove 
his  acquaintance  with  the  hand  writing  of 
Elizabeth’s  reign,  in  the  firft;  inftance,  and  to 
“ read  once  more  the  MSS.  in  the  fecond. — As 
to  the  lilly  ilufF  about  the  Poet’s  Courtfhip 
and  the  Lock  of  Hair,  with  recolle6tion  of 
limilar  feelings  and  limilar  gifts — 

“ We  cannot  but  remember  fuch  things  were, 

“ And  were  moft  precious  to  us — = ” 

The  man  who  cannot,  fhould  never  trnft 
himfelf  with  the  fubje6l  of  Shakfpeare’s  life, 
fhould  never  by  a touch  ^ pollute  the  page  of 
infpiration.’ 


On 
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On  the  26th  of  February,  Mr;  Bolden  called 
a fccond  time  on  Mr.  Ireland,  again  exprefied 
his  conviAion  6f  the  authenticity  of  the  MSS. 
and  took  fo  deep  an  intered  in  thdv  faccefs,  as 
to  fend  on  the  folloXving  day,  a letter'  (of  which 
I among  others  Ha^e  b'een  favouredwitli  a fight) 
which  is  only  remarkable  for  the  officious  2eal 
with  which  he  endeavors  to  make'hirhfelfa  party 
in  the  ultimate  fuccefs  of  the  MSS.  an  cx^tralft 
will  be  fufficicnt  to  iktisfy  the  reader— 

My  dear  Sir, 

Though  I fpoke  from  memory 
when  I faid  that  Hunfdon  was  Lord  Cham- 
berlain  of  Elizabeth’s  houlehold,  it  was  cor- 
fedlly  dated — Henry  Carey,  whom  the  created 
a baron  in  the  fird  year  of  her  reign,  had  the 
‘‘  charge  of  her  perfon  at  court— and  to  fecure 
7CS  as  to  the  required  date,  he  was  with  her 
at  the  Tilbury  Camp,  in  the  year  158S,  and' 
had  there  the  cafe  of  her  perfon.— —I  think 
‘‘  this  ample  fatisfatdion  upon  the  fubje^l,  and 
lofe  no  time  in  fending  it.  This,  or  any  ' 
deeper  inquiry,  will  be  l^u/a  poor  return  f or  the 
favour  of  your' iinreferved  communication^'' 

_ / 

On  the  28th  appeared  the  following: 


C 


The 
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•“  The  MSS.  of  Shakfpeare. 

/ 

' The  public  look  up  to  us  for  a faithful 
account  of  thefe  important  papers’^ — what  we 
have  opportunity  to  examine,  we  fhall,  from 
time  to  time,  report  with  the  wqfi  jeru-pidons 
fidelity  . We  have  read  a confiderable  portion 
of  the  MSS,  Lear- — In  the  title  page,  the 
Great  Bard  profefTes  to  have  taken  the  liory 
from  flollinfheadj  and  has,  in  the  true  fpirit 
of  modedy,  apologized  for  the  liberty  he  took 
in  departing  from  tlie  exadl  datements  of 
the  Chronicle.  — r-  There  is  a letter  from 
Queen  Elizabeth  to  Shakfpeare,  when  the 
Poet  was  manager  of  the  Globe,  command- 
ing  him  with  his  bed  players  to  play  before 
her,  and  thanking  him  for  fome  verfes  which 
her  Majedy  much  admired. — We  think  if 
mil  he  clearly  proved  that  all  the  degrading 
nonfenfe^  of  his  holding  horfes^  he,  will  be 
found  utterly  d(ditious,  and  that  this  great 

^ man  was  the  Garrick  of  his  age,  careded  for 
his  powers  by  every  one  great  and  illudrious, 
the  gentle  friend  of  genius,  and  mod  excellent 
in  the  quality  he  profefledr-r-” 

On  the  23  d of  x\pril,  this  paragraph  ap^ 


“ The 


( ) 

The  Shakipetiana;  which  have  been  1® 
^ luhkily  difcovefed  are  notv  confiderei  as  ge- 
nutne  hy  ali^  but  thofe,  who  illiberally  refufe 
to  he  convinced  by  hifpeBion^ 

' Por  fo  long  a period  as  this,  a period  of  more 
than  two  months,  at  leaft,  was  Mr.  Boaden, 
(a  director  of  the  public  tafte,  and  a playwright) 
deceived^  nay  (if  We  regard  his  own  account) 
rendered  the  partijan  of  impoftiirc/’  and 
that  too,  by  one  of  the  moft  bungling  per- 
‘‘  formances  of  the  kind  ever  exhibited.” — Du- 
ring all  this  time,  did  Mr.  Boaden  never  refle6h 
in  his  clofet  upon  circimfiances  recorded  f ” * Did 
he  never  think  of  the  orthography,  the  nne^ 
the  tye^  and  the  whole  language,  fo  clogged 
and  confoundedly  umiecejf ary  letters  Or, 
if  his  eager  enthufiafm  kept  him  fo  long 
“ in  a delirium  of  blind  admiration;”  on  what 
was  that  cnthuliafm  founded?  Was  it,  that 
in  the  Lear,  the  MSS.  follows  the  worji  read^ 
ing,  where  the  readings  are  tiarious  f that  it 
cuts  the  knot  of  difficulties  which  a legitimaU 
copy  would  naturally  untie,  and  that  its  interpo^ 
lations  are  not  in  the  manner  of  Shakfpearef^'^ 
or  was  it  from  the  juvenile Jlyle"'*  of  the  letter 


* Page  2. 


f Idem,  P. 
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to  Aniia  Hatherwaye,  the  fiatnefi''*  and 

weahn^Js^^  of  that  to  .Lord  Southampton,  or 
the  execrable  jargon''  of  the  profeffion  gf 
Faith  ' 

If  Mr.  Boaden  can  reconcile  all  thefe  con- 
tradidlipns,  if  he  can  prove  that  abfurd'itj  is  a 
natural  fource  cidmlratiou^  or  that  an  “ Intel- 
Ttgent''’*  critic  could  be  for  months  deceived  by 
an  undvilfully  executed  and  manifeft  delu- 
hop/’  we  fhall  then  ready  to  concede  fo 
much  to  his  ingenuity  as  to  liiten  patiently  to 
his  comnients;  or,  perhaps,  • even  to  compare 
his  Voriigern  with  the  play  which  is  about  to 
appear.  If  the  ohly  objections  which  Mr. 
Boaden  now  brings  forward  were  chronological 
doubts,  or  hiltorical  fccpticifm — ^if  he  had  been 
content  to  allow'to  the -MSS.  the  fame  literary 
excellence,  wdiich  they  at  firft  appeared  to  him 
fo  eminently  to  pofTefs,  there  would  ,hfve  been 
at  lead  a conftjiency  in  his  efforts — but  in -thus 
heaping  ^elion  upon  Offa,  in  thus  going  beyond 
his  ftrength,  he  but  out-herods  Herod,  ^ and 

murders  impofTibiirty,  to  make, 

“ What  fliould  be  faint  work.’" 

The  preceding  obfervations  have  fufficiently 
proved  how  admirably  Mr.  Boaden  is  fitted  for 
I the 


I 


( I 

t^ic  tafk  he  ha^  undertaken,  and  hojv.  well 

Las  confidered  th^  Poet’s  a4vice—  . - - 

‘ ’ ■ ' * 

It" 

, * V < * , 

Sumite  materiam,  veflris  qui  fcribitis  xquam, 

Viribus.” •’ 

• r 

J , ^ M , * ^ L.  ■ » 

m.  f • ^ 

' ' ' The  remainder  of  thefe  pages,  fhall  be  de- 
voted to  the  fpecific  arguments  \yhich  he  al- 
ledges, and  whdfe  intrinhe  merit  ihall  be  accu- 
rately ftated  and  fairly  examined. 

Previoufly,  ho\vever,  to  entering  upon  this 
difcullion,  it  may  not  be  amifs  to  obferve  gene- 
rally upon  the  queflion  of  literary  impoflure, 
that  in  all  known  attempts  of  the  kind,^ 
the  condudl  of  the  parties  concerned  hath 
been  diametrically  oppofite  to  that  of  the  ppf- 
fefTor  of  the  MSS.  in  ‘ queftion— in-  the  former 
cafes,  the  reader  will  invariably  find  all  fearch 
to  have  been  eluded,  all  docunients  withheld, 
(fave  in  the  inflance  of  Chatterton,  * whofe  for- 
geries would  have  remained  lefs  impeachable, 
without  them)  in  eyery  feature  he  will  per- 
ceive evident  defers  of  ftyle,  -palpable  ana-‘ 
chronifms,  and  coniiftency — only  in  error.— 

* See  an  account  of  the  fmall  bit  of  parchment  pro- 
duced to  Catcott  of  Brillol,  in  Gregory’s  Life  of  Chatter- 
!jon---and  Mr.  H.  Croft’s  Lore 'and  Madnefs. 

Let 


i 
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Let  him  then  turn  his  eye  to  the  clrcumflance 
of  Mr.  Ireland,  and  he  will  find,  that  tliat 
gentleman  has  not  only  not  eluded  all  /earch, 

’ but  has  invited,  nay  encouraged  the  vioji  rigo^ 
Tons  fcrutiny.  He  has  fofiered  the  ablcft  anti- 
quaries, and  moft  learned  men  in  other  refpe6ts, 
to  examine  the  MSS.  whenever  they  pleafed — 
lie  has  fhut  his  doors  to  no  man.  And  what, 
let  me  alk,  is  thc-refult  of  this  invitation  to 
fcfutiny?  not  a difco very  of  defeats,  nor  a con- 
viction of  impoflure, — but  an-  almojl  unani- 
mous attention  to  their  authenticity ; and  all  this, 
notwithflanding  the  MSS.  and  their  accom- 
paniments, conlift  of  more  than  10,000  lines, 
in  the  hand  writing  of  the  Bard  himfelf,  more 
than  a hundred  volumes  (as  it  fhould  feem  part 
of  his  library)  with  MSS.  annotations;  betides 
deeds  and  legal  inftruments,  in  great  number  I 

Fromthefe  circumftances,  I think-it  fair  to  in- 
fer, that  no  doubts  can  arife  as  to  their  validity, 
but  in  the  minds  of  thofe  perfons  whofe  ‘ivant  of 
eandour  or  honejly^  or  whofe  literary  defperation 
will  not  fuffer  them  to  infpe6l,  left  they  be 
forced  (which  they  afluredly,  in  my  opinion, 
would  be)  to  believe-  in  them. 

r return  to  Mr.  Boaden,  who  in  the  opening 
his  letter  juftly  ftates,  that  the  uitimrite  de- 

cifion 
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cllion  upon  the  authenticity  of  the  MSS.-  mud 
depend  on  their  internal  evidence.”  This 
candid  profcffion,  however,  is  cont radiated  in 
effeff,  by  nearly  three  pages  of  indirecSl  inlinu- 
ation  againfl  the  concealment  of  a fadl,  which 
it  is  allowed  on  all  hands  is  hugatpry. — It  is  of 
no  importance  to  the  world  at  large,  in  what 
family,  or  by  what  means  the  writings  of  our 
divine  Bard  may  have  been  difcovered ; they 
need  no  pedigree  and  efcutcheon  to  prove  their 
defcent,  the  damp  and  animation  of  their  au- 
thor is  tp  be  found  in  their  dyle,  di6lion,  and 
fentiment.  Thefe  it  is  impollible  to  forge-^ 

Pindanim  quifquis  lludet  iaiitari 
lule  ceratis  ope  D32dalea 
Nititur  pennis.  Hoji. 

And  it  is  little  to  be  feared  that  the  fame  age 
which  could  produce  fuch  performances  .as 
Fontainville  Foreft,  and  the  Secret  Tribu- 
nal, Ihould  give  birth  even  to  the  faint  image 
of  a Shakfpeare.  But  in  order  to  obviate 
every  idea  of  an  improbability  that  fuch  wri- 
tings fhould  aclually  exid  in  the  prefent  day, 

I will  quote  an  authority  which  Mr.  Boaden  will 
not  probably  difpute — that  of  Mr.  Malone, — 
who  conjc61ures  that  fome  Letters  at  " 

were  left  by  our  / Bard,  and  alfo  traces,  four  or 

five 


I ) 


five  foufces  from*  whence  informatic^  relative 


'them  rnay  be  deriyedV  The  families  to  whic^i 
I allude,  ‘are  ^ole  of  Mr.  Bagle}^  executor  oY 
Lady  Barnard,  (the  grand-daughter  and  lafl  de- 
feendant  of  ShakipeaVe)  and  of  HehVy  GiTberf, 
Thomas  Higgs,* and  Samuel  Cotton,  Efquirc^, 


who  mari^ied  the  three  daughters  (by  a former 


wife)  of  Sir  Johri  Barnard. 


f know  not,*’ 


£iys  Mr.  Malone,  whether  any  defeendants  of 
thefe,  be  how  living;  but  if  that  fhould  be 
the  cate,  among  their  papers  may  pofiibly  b'e 
found  fom'e  fragment  of  other  relative  to 
Shaktpeare.*’ 


I do  not  pretend'  fo‘ decide  whether  it  was  in 
any  one  of  thefe  families  that  the  MSS.  were 
found  by  Mr.  Ireland,  but  I fiate  this  as  an 
authority  which  ought,  to  have  weight,  at  lead:  • 
with  the  friends  of  MefT.  Malone  and  Steevens, 
of  the  general  proVahlUty  of  Jiich  a.  dijco- 

- ..  -I.  1 V.  . v>.  . i 

*very. 

The  circumftances,  however,  fiated  by  Mr. 
Ireland,  would  rather  induce' us  to  conclude  that 
the  MSS.  came  from  a fource  where  family 
feafons  required  a concealment  of  their  origin. — 

• f 

**  Johrifon’s  and  Stevens’s  Edition.  Vol.  I.  p.  40.  laft  Edit. 

' It 
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It  'might  be,  that  the  gentleman  in  queflion  was 
not  very  proud  of  his  defcent,  or  that  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  papers  came  into  his  family, 
refledls  no  great  honor  on  his  ancellry,  or, 
indeed,  reafons  by  no  means  derogatory  to  his 
honor  (though,  perhaps,  affecting  his  feelings 
in  a particular  way)  might  induce  him  to  bury 
his  name  in  oblivion.  ' Thefe,  are  the  mere  fup- 
politions  of  an  unbiafled  judgment,  for  the 
only  knowledge  I have  of  Mr.  Ireland,  origi- 
nated purely  in  his  being  the  fortunate  poflefTor 
of  thefe  MSS.  and  the  only  means  I have  of 
forming  a judgment  on  his  condu6f,  were  fup- 
plied  by  his  candour  and  liberality  in  fubmitting 
them  to  general  infpedlion. 

The  * idle  remarks  on  Mr.  Ireland’s  fon,  and 
his  friendfhip  with  Mr.  Talbot,  need  no  further 
comment  than  that,  if  (as  Mr.  Boaden  inli- 
nuates)  that  friendfhip  were  in  any  way  difturbed 
by  the  publication  of  the  MSS.  fuch  a rupture  ^ 
would  htfatcA  to  a forgery  of  any  kind, — 

At  length  we  come  to  fomething  like  a re- 
gular attack  on  the  MSS.  themfelves — which 
(as  far  as  fuch  a farrago  can  be  reduced  to  any 
thing  like  order)  is  reducible  to  thefe  heads, 

* See  Mr.  B.^s  pamphlet,  p.  4, 

D viZi 
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viz.  Objections  agalnft  their  appearance  and 
orthography;  thofe  agaiiill  the  Ityle  and  fen- 
timent;  and  thofe  drawn  from  chronological 
and  hiftorical  conliderations. 

The  MSS.  which  were  fhewn  Mr.  Boaden 
were  (as  he  ttates)  fuch  as  to  Jlartle  upon 
tlie  very  fu}iface  an  intelligent  reader^'"  yet  he  be- 
held^ them^  with  the  tremor  of  the  purefl 
delight” — touched  the  invaluable  relics 

with  reverential  refpqdt,  and  deemed  even 
exigence  dearer,  as  it  gave  him  fo  refined  a 
fatisfaclion.”  This  enthufiafm  then  could 
only  arife  from  the  .merit  of  the  compojition^  and 
mufi  have  been  defiroyed,  if  he  had  Tenown 
any  thing  of  the  orthography  of  that*age,  or  in- 
deed,' had  ppfiefied  the  fmallefi:  antiquarian 
knowledge.  It  was  at  leafi:  • two  months  before 
Mr.  Boaden  difeovered  that  the  orthography, 
was  after  no  received  fyfiiera,”  was  not 

1 -vVA  , I J . I •' 

‘‘  uniformly  particular,”  and  that  it  fet  at 
defi^ce  the^  fpelling  of  all  periods.” — This 
addition  to  his  information  Mr.  Boaden  has 
very^ lately  tacqpired,  .and  I .congratulate  him, 
as,.  I ^do_any  , learner,  upon  his  ^progrefs  ip 
feienee.  But — , 

* Mr.  B.’s  pamphlet,  p.  13.  t p.  2. 


A little 
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A little  learning  is  a dangerous  thing, 

“ brink  deep,  or  tafte  not  of  the  facrM  fpring.*' 

I would  advile  him  to  profecute  his  fludies 
with  H little  more  accuracy,  and  he  will  find 
that  his  objetScions  will  vanilh,  as  his  know- 
ledge increafes. 

The  orthography  of  that  age  was,  indeed, 

' little  reducible  to  any  fixed  flandard,  and  end- 
lefs  varieties  crept  into  general  cuflom,  accord- 
ing to  the  different  caprices  and  difcordant 
judgment  of  individuals.  But  that  a vafl  fuper- 
‘ fiuity  of  letters  is  generally  obfervable,  no  man 
'at  all  converfarit  with  antient  writings  can 
doubt.  In  a MS.  colle6lion  of  poetry,  by  Sir 
Nicholas  Bacon,  Lord  Keeper  in  the  reign  of 
Elizabeth,  which  was  fhewn  me  a few  days 
ago  by  a gentleman  of  high  reputation  in  the 
law,  I find  the  following  couplet : 

“ And  what  rewarde  for  this  agaynty 

“ But  cape  and  knee  off fcelye  menne*^ 

And  the  following  ludicfous  flory  of  a jefler 
and  friar,  which  Twill  give  at  length, 

D z Of 


Of  a Jester  and  a Friak. 


“ A perte  Marchannte  feekinge  to  Iqwte, 

“ A feelye  Fryar  in  a greate  dowte, 

‘‘  Sayde  Maf.  Fryer  I marvell  mutchcy 
‘‘  Whye  to  the  Cro0e  yo^  dge  foe  crowchoy 
“ And  to  the  Gallo wes  crolTes  tooe 
V Of  the  like  fubfiaunce  yow  doe  not  foe. 
“ Sir  quoth  the  Fryer  as  muche  mulf  I 
“ What  is  the  caufe  and  reafon  ^hyc 
“ My  MiftrelTe  yor.  wife  being  thronveout 
^ As  well  beneathe  as  her  fayre  fnowte 
One  felf  mettelly  what  meaneth  this, 

“ Her  lyppes  not  hyppes  yow  ufe  to  kys^ 


Among  the  fame  colledion  is  a copy  of  a 
letter  from  Queen  Elizabeth  to  Sir  Amias  Pau- 
lett,  in  which  I find  the  words 


Condempne 

far  re 

Ballaunce 

“ pajemge. 

Merritt e 

maynteynSy 

hidde  hur, 

&c. 

The  following  inflances  have  been  afforded 
me  from  the  mod:  authentic  records— 

oppenned'^'  foomm''''- 
occafionnes'^  foyte 

heere- 


( ) 


heereuppon^ 
geloufe  •” 

‘5  orre'' 

‘‘  onne 


fonne 

thenn^ 

maun 


themme 


Mr*  Malone  has  prefented  the  public  * with 
a deed  ,by  Shakfpeare,  concerning  a houfe  of 
pne  Ireland' Sy  found  in  the  Featherflonaugh 
family,  the  orthography  of  which  bears  a flri- 
king  affinity  to  the  deed  of  gift  to  Ireland, 
among  the  prefent  MSS.  We  find  therein 
the  terms — of  thone,  of  thother  party e— 
graunted  and  to  Ferme  letten — a voyde  peece 
of  Ground — thannunciacion^  covenaunt, 
without  delaie — promiffe  and  graunt,  cleerlie 
acquite — guiftes,  See.” 

It  is  unneceffiary  to  fwell  this  publication,  or 
to  tire  the  reader  with  more  numerous  examples 
of  what  no  one  can  doubt,  that  at  a time  when 
the  Englifh  language  knew  fo  little  of  accuracy, 
a great  diverlity  of  orthography  muft  neceffarily 
have  obtained — one  obfervation  may  not,  how- 
ever, be  amifs.  The  prefs  being  yet  in  an 
jnfant  Hate,  and  the  learning  of  the  age,  being 
ponfined  in  a great  meafure  to  the  printers,  they 

^ See  Johnfon’s  and  Steeyens’s  Ed.  p,  90. 
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took  the  liberty  of  departing  from  the  copy 
before  them,  whenever  they  thought  themfelves 
capable  of  improving  the  orthography,  and  in 
feme  cafes  perhaps  the  arrangement. 

That  this  is  no  fpeculative  idea,  may  be  ea- 
fily  proved  by  a cornpartfon  of  any  with 

a publication  of  that  age ; which  will  rnanifeflly 
prove  the  fuperior  purity  of  the  latter.  Thus*, 
it  fhould  feem,  that  if  any  thing  like  a flandard 
of  orthography  exided  at  that  time,  it  muft  have 
been  exclufively  amongfl  the  printers. 

As  corroborative  proof,  we  may  obferve, 
that  the  Lear,  and  all  the  papers  in  the  hand 
writing  of  Shakfpeare  are  of  fimilar  orthography, 
but  that  they  differ  in  this  reffedi  from  the  other 
MSS.  more  particularly  from  thofe,  apparently 
drawn  up  by  profeffional  men. 

It  feems  probable  that  in  any  attempt  at  for- 
gery, a Jiudious  identity  in  the  condru6lion  of 
words  would  be  preferved ; but  in  the  MSS.  we 
meet  with  fuch  diverlity  as  may  naturally  be 
fuppofed  to  arife  from  cafual  circumdilkies-^ 
thus,  the  dgnature  EUzabetld^  in  her  own 
hand  is  conformable  to  the  modern  ortho- 
graphy, and  to  her  exilting  autographs,  whilft 

in  ’ 


'(  ^3  ; 

in  the  note  attached  to  the  fame  letter,  it  is  fpelt 
agreeably  to  Shakfpeare’s  general  redundancy  of 
letters,  Eljzahethey 

It  may  not,  perhaps,  he  ftridlly  within  the 
fcope  of  this  publication,  (which  was  merely  to 
do  away  any  unfavourable  impreffions  relative 
to  the  publijhed^  papers)  to  draw  an  inftance  from 
fome  of  thofe,  which  though  unpubli/hed,  Mr. 
Ireland  liberally  difplays.  It  feems,  therefore, 
very  appolite  to  the  prefent  purpofe,  to  obferve 
that  the  name  of  Spenfer^  the  Poet,  was  fpelt  in 
his>  life-time,  and  in  feveral  editions  of  his 
works,  in  two  ways — the  one  with  an  s,  the 
other  with'  a in  the  lad;  fyllable, — and  in 
MS.  notej  by  Shakfpeare,  in  the  edition  of 
1590,  by  Edmund  the  name  Spen- 

cer occurs — fo.  little  was  the  regard  paid  by^ 
Shakfpeare  to  the:, fetters  of  cudom,  and.fo 
dight  his  attention  in  the  fpontaneous  dow 
“ of  foul,”  to  fo  miferable  an.  obdacle  as  the 

/ arrangement , or  accumulation  of  letters! 

Half  the  labour^. (fays  Mr.  B.)  bedowed  upon 
unneceda^y  ^letters  would  have  cleared  away 
the  mydery,” — but  this  is  a labour  more 
likely "h)  be  felt  by  the  compodtor  or  editor  of  ^^ 
a journal,  than  by  a Shakfpeare,  to  whom  the 
drudgery  of  corredion  had  been  labour  indeed. 

3 With 
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With  the  coniiftency  of  a frigid  critic  Mr.  B. 
blames  the  Poet  at  one  time  for  a negleSi  of 
attention  to  his  MSS,  hy  the  omiffion  of  punctuation^ 
and  at  another,  for  his  fcrupulous  care  in  num^ 
hering  the  lines.  This  is,  indeed,  the  Worm 
reviling  the  Oak. — We  may  further  obferve, 
that  thefd  faCfs^  in  themfelveSy  furnifh  flrong 
arguments  againji  inipojiure,  * Would  a forger 
incumber  himfelf  with  unneceflary  letters 
after  the model  of  Chatterton  ? —Would 
he  not  rather  have  fludioufly  avoided  the 
.rock  on  which  that  youth  fplit?  Would 
he  not  follow  the  orthography  as  carefully  as  he 
mull  have  done  the  character  of  the  MSS.  of 
that  age  ? Or  is  it  to  be  fuppofed  that  he  woulti 
in  one  inflance  lay  himfelf  open  to  dete6lion 
by  omitting  the  labour  of  punctuation,  wlien 
in  another  he  fubmitted  to  the  unneceffary  and 
futile  drudgery  of  • numeration  ? 

With  refpeCl  to  the  fuppolition  of  forgery, 
drawn  from  the  appearance  of  the  papers,  I 
find  little  'ftated  by  Mr.  B.  worthy  of  remark. 
He  is  told,  indeed  by  the  firjt  artijis  of  the 
country  that  they  have  no  doubt  but  that  the 

pen  and  ink  drawings  are  modern.”  Who 
are  thefe  artifis  ? and  what  particular  art  is  it 
they  exercife?  If  the  liberal  and  enlightened 

pro- 
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profeflbrs  of  painting  * be  alluded  to,  they  will 
not-  certainly  pronounce  fd  decifive  a verdiB^ 
e/pecially  on  the  ground  of  profejfional  know- 
ledge. - >- 

. • » , r 

The  coloured  drawings  of  BafTanio  and  Shy- 
lock  perfectly  refemble  the  inferior  productions, 
of  that  age,  and  the  name  J;  Holkins,” 

which  appears  on  the  former  j is  that  of  an  art^fi 

of  that  day,  though  it  mufl  undoubtedly  be 
conlidered  as  one  of  his  earlieft  attempts.  1 have 
heard  it  rumoured  as' an  objedtiort,  that  at  the 
time  of  Elizabeth  there  were  no  tinted  drawings y 
which  the  above  are  denominated.  Nothing, 
however,  is  more  certain,  than  that  at  and  be- 
fore that  time  the  firft  mailers  ufed,  in  their 
Iketches,  , the  method  of  tinting  adopted  ' by 
Holkins, — in  proof  of  my  alTertion,  I refer  the 
reader  to  the  Iketches  of  Julio  Romano  and 

* Thofe  painters,  whom  the  author  of 'this  review  has  con- 
fulted,  and  who  are  not  probably  inferior  to  any  whom  Mr.  B. 
may  have  applied  to,'  uniformly  agree  that  the  produftions  in^ 
queftion  bear,  in  their  appearance,  nothing  contradictory  to 
the  known  hiftory  of  painting  —They  are  at  a lofs  to  deter- 
mine ho^  the  untutored  fetches  'of  the  Bard  himfelf,  fhould 
be  fubjeHed  to  the  rigid  rules  of  critical  invejligation.  A rude 
outline  with  a pen  and  ink  muft  in  all  ages  be  nearly  the  fame, 
the  only  difference  is  to  be  found  in  the  fkill  of  the  performer,  • 


and  the  difference  of  his  materials. 

* 

E 

Titian 
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Titian  beforCy  s^nd  of  Reubens  in  the  time  of 
Shakfpeare,  ' ^ 

Mr.  Boaden  declares  * that  the  fignature  to 
the  Deed  of  Gift  totally  departs  from  the 
authentic  lignature  of  the  Poet,”  to  which 
broad  aflertion,  we  haye  merely  to  oppofe  the 
tejimony.of  our  feyifes.  If  ever  a conformity  ap- 
peared between  different  examples  of  the  fame 
hand  writing  it  is  to  be  found  in  this  fame  deed 
when  compared'  either  with  the  other  ^ auto- 
graphs in  Mr.  Ireland’s  pofTeflion,  or  with  the 
fac  fi  miles  of  Shakfpeare’s  name  contained  in  the 
laft  edition  of Johnfon’s  and  Steevens’s  work—?; 
a comparifon  which  any  gentleman  has  it  in  his 
power  to'  make. 

* Letter,  p.  46. 

f The  comparifon  of  fjgnatures  is  not  always  fatisfac^ory 
proof  of  authenticity,  on  account  of  diverfities  which  occur 
in  the  fame  perfon’s  writing  at  different  times.  In  the  Britifh 
Mufeum  are  to  be  feen  three  fignatu^es,  unaccompanied  by 
any  date,  of  the  earls  of  Southampton^'j  one  of  the  father,  and 
two  faid  to  be  of  the  fon,  the,  friend  of  Shakfpeare;  the  two 
latter  on  corpparifbn  appear  to,  be  widely  diffei^nt  frqip 
other,  and  from’  Mr.  Ireland’s^  MSS. 

In  genei^,  however,  fignatu res,  though  agreeing  perh^s 
upon;  the  whole^  have  ioTxit  individual  diftinftions  more  ojrj 
lefs  minute,  according  tp-  the  different  circumffances,  wWc^ 
may  have  affeded  them.  > . _ 

t Letter,  p.  103. 

. We 
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Wc  arc  next  treated,  in  the  letter  to  Mr. 
Steevens,  with  the  old  flory  O.  C.  P.  which 
the  author  terms  pithy  and  profitable” — That 
he  has  found  it  profitable  I mufi:  fuppofe,  fiiice 
he  has  fold  it  to  the  public,  both  in  his  New/- 
paper  and  Pamphlet-,  but  as  to  the  pith”  1 
am  yet  at  a lofs  to'  difcover  it,  'except  that  it 
feems  levelled  generally  againfi  all  old  writings^ 
I will,  in  return,  take  the  liberty  of  relating  a 
faB,  which  feems  to  apply  forcibly  to  the  quef- 
tion  of  authenticity  in  the  Shakfpeare  MSS. 

A claim,  not  long  ago,  was  fet  dp,  in  a cour^ 
of  juftice,  in  fuppbrt  of  which,  deeds  and  other 
papers,  with  more  than  twenty  fignatures,  faid 
to  be  of  the  fame  hand  writing,  were  adduced. 
The  counfel  on  the  other  fide  finding,  on  ex- 
amination, that  every  one  of  thefe  fignatures 
exactly  coincided,  delired  the  witnefs  who  pro- 
duced them  to  fign  his  name  twenty  times  on  a 
Iheet  of  paper  which  he  gave  him  for  the  pur- 
pofe — when,  although  a general  fimilarity  of 
charadler  pervaded  the  whole,  each  fignature 
evidently  bore  a‘  fpecific  diflindlion — this  cir- 
Cumtlance  detedled  one  of  the  blackefi;  attempts 
at  forgery  that  ever  occurred.  Let  us  now  try 
the  MSS.  in  Mr.  Ireland’s  pofiTeifion  by  this 
tell ; we  fhall  find  the  fignatures,  and  indeed 
th6  hand  writing  in  general,  not  in  the  fiiff 
E z ' formality 
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formality  of  a copyift,  but  in  the  carelefs  haftc 
of  an  original;  not  in  a ftudied  uniformity,  but 
containing  a‘  fii'ong  .though  , genexal  refetii- 
hlance*  — > M 

One  deed  or  one  letter  may  be  forged,  perhaps, 
with'  tolerable  accuracy,  elpecially  by  a perfon 
who.  has  the  prototype . before  him ; but  who 
can  fuppofe  thaf  the  fame  perfon  fhould  be 
equally  Jkilled  in  forgeries  of  fo  many  different 
kinds,  and  of  fo  ^qaji  an  extent  f The  Number 
of  documents  w^ould  be  alone,  I fhould  think, 
a very  hrong  authenticating  circumftance,  fince 
every  additional  paper  would  furnifh  an  addi- 
tional opportunity  of  deteflion:  but  Variety 
fuperadded  to  Number  makes  the  talk  of  ini- 
pohure  next  to  an  impoffibiUty.  T^his  Variety 
. is  to  feen  among  the  prefenf  MSS.  in  it’s 
sreatefl  latitude.  We  here  behold  Verses, 
Deeds,  Letters,  Memorandums,  Drawings, 
and  publifhed  Books — We  fee  them  in  every 
flage  of  .prefervation — from  the  extreme  of 
neatnefs  to  that  of  decay— W e find  them  modi- 
^fied  by  all  the  cafualties  of  time  and  accident- 
in  one  cafe,  the  Ink  retains  it’s  original  frefh- 
nefs;.in  another^  it  is  almofl  illegible;  in  a 
third,  it  appears  to  have  corroded  the  paper, 
and  in  fome  inftances  to  have  produced  t^e 
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lingular  efFefi:  of  blanching  the  paper  round  the, 
edge  of  the  letters.  * 

Let  us  liear  then  no  more  of  the  pitiful  mfinu^ 

' ations  that  the  polTeflbr  of  thefe  MSS.  ‘‘  draws ^ 

' engraves f that  he  has  a tafte  for  the  black 
letter  f &c. — ^Were  bis  tkill  and  abilities  ten 
times  fuperior  to  what  I doubt  not  he  poireffes, 
it  would  be  difficult  to  imagine  him  capable  of , 
fuch  a verfatility  of  talent. 

Mr.  Boaden  certainly  has  not  evinced  hk 
intelligence"''  as  a critic^  in  his  obfervations 
on  the  form  and  femhlance  of  the  MSS.  What 
lhall  we  fay  of  him,  when  he  difeufles  the 
fpirit  and  genius  of  the'ir  ftylef  He,  who  would 
judge  the  bard  of  nature^  Ihould  himfelf  at  lead: 
participate  his^  feelings^  Ihould  have  caught  a 
breath  of  that  vivid  infpiration,  a ipark  of  that 
poetic  fire,  a beam  from  that  frenzied  eye, 

“ Which  glanced  from  Heav’n  to  Earth,  from 
“ Earth  to  Heaven.” 

- Afk  you  if  the  intelUgent  critic  above  men- 
tioned anfwers  to  that  defeription  ? — turn  to 

^ This  circumftance  may  be  accounted  for  on  chemical 
principles ; I have  been  informed  by  a gentleman  of  very  fu- 
perior information  in  this  kind  of  fubjed — that  only  time  can 
have  produced  the  prefent  effedl* 

3 ^ Fon- 
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" Fontairrville  Poreft,*  judge  “ the  Seieret 
^ Tribunal,”  examine  i\YQ  prof ejjed  ifnitatidn  of* 
Shakfpeare  in  his  Vortigern— Wearj^,  ftale, 
flat,  and  unprofitable!”  But  let  us  hear  his 
peculiar  opinion  of  the  Bard — the  chara61er  of 
his  mufe  (if  we  would  believe  this  oracle  of 
criticifm)  is  not  ftmplicity^' 

The  wTiter,  who  above  all  others  could 

“ With  rapture  glow,  with  pity  move, 

“ Roufe  witli  rtivenge,  6r  rhelt  with  lovep* 


who  touched  the  manners  in  comedy,  as  he  did 
the  morals  in  tragedy,  with  fo'  fine  a firoke,  and  fo 
difcriminating  a genius,  V)as  not  fimpJe!  Mr. 
Boaden  has  found,  I prefume,  iomtjnfifiahh  cri- 
iicifm  on  a particular  paflTage  or  two,  where  the 
illuflrious  Shakfpeare  has  fallen  fromhimfelf,  (for 
who  is  all perfeB?)  and  degenerated  into  weak- 
nefs ; and  upon  this  ground  has  ventured  to  pafs 
judgment  upon  the  chara^er  of  Shakfpeare’s 
7727^^.  After  this,  fhall  we  be  furprifed  to  find 
fimilar  judgment  pervade  the  detail  of  his  criti- 
cifm f It  had  been- aflTerted  by  Mr.  Ireland  that 
Shakfpeare’s  ftyle  was  without  effort — that  the 
afiTertion  was  cottedli  we  have  hiflorical  proof 

in 
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in  the  cel,ebr^.ted  * anecdote  of  Ben.  Johnfon,  ot 
if  that  were  infufficient,  we  need  but  exercife  an 
unprejudiced  judgment  in  the  perufal  of  his 
>vorks — urged  by  the  impetuolity  of  his  imagi-' 
nation,  he  was  continually  hurrying  onward  to 
the  grand  and  JiriUng  objects  of  his  poem,  he 
touched  the  inferior  parts  with  as  carelefs,  as  he 
did  the  importhnt  ones  with  a mafterly  hand, — * ' 
and  in  all  cafes  his  errors  were  rather  thofe  of 
hade  than  of  formality.  Writing  thus,  and 
writing  with  genuine  fimplicity^  he  was  fometimes 
iBCorre<9:,  and  this  incorrecStnefs  at  once  gave 
room  for  his  own  fubfequent  alterations,  and 
furnifhed  the  players  and  printers  with  an  ex-  " 
Gufe  (in  their  opinion)  for  producing  thofe 
heaps  of  hage  trafh  with  which  they  encumbered 
his  works.  ^^-He  might  have  written  (fays  Ma- 
lone)  without^  a Uoty^  and  three  or  four  years 
afterwards,  he  might  havelmpofed  additional 
fcenes  alfo  without  a UotT 
Whether  Mr.  Ireland’s  MSS.  be  or  be  not 
the  mojfti  correct  tranfeript  that  Shakfpeare  ever 
made  of  his  Lear,  it  feems  probable  that  it 
contains  none  of  the  foreign  interpolations. 


* See  in  Johnfon’s  and  Steevens^s  edition,  Rowe’s  Life  of 
S^l^ippre. 

t Jpljnlbji’s  aijd  SteeyeijisVEd.^  p,  46. 
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though  it  may  poffibly  want  the  fubfequent  re- 
trenchments and  even  additions  of  the  Bard 
himfelf.  Mr.  B.  is  enabled  to  decide  that  the 
writer  of  this  MS.  at  jirjl  ufed  only  the  fecond 
folio  edition,  although  m the  cotlrfe  of  the  play 
he  acquires  evidently  a copy  of  Butler 
quarto  of  1608. — The  folio  of  1623  he 
does  not  appear  to  have  feen^  The  abfur- 
dity  of  the  remark  is  too  evident  to  need  a com- 
ment. The  difcordance  of  the  MSS.  both  from 
the  folio  and  quarto^  proves,  in  my  idea,  that  it 
was  taken  from  neither,  lince  the  author  of  a 
forgery  would  at  leail  have  been  conliitent  when 
he  had  a choice  of  fubjedls  to  copy  from.  I freely 
acknowledge  that  one  or  two  inflances  of  infe- 
riority in  Mr.  Ireland’s  MSS.  would  not  appear 
to  me  to  affedl  it’s  authenticity — Do  we  not 
know  that  Shakfpeare  himfelf  almofl  re-wrotc 
Romeo  and  Juliet?  , 

But  if  w^  come  to  the  patticular  inflances 
cited  by  Mr.  Boaden,  we  lhall  behold  in  a 
flronger  light  his  critical  powers,  and  be  enabled 
to  form  a Jpeclal  judgment  of  the  abilities  of 
this  cenfor -general. 

Cordelia,  it  is  faid,  could  never  be  made  to 
announce  the  entrance  of  her  might  we 

not  purfue  a contrary  mode  of  argument,  and 

believe 
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believe  that  this  \vas  one  of  thofe  maflerly 
touches  of  nature  in  which  Shakfpeare  fo  emi- 
nently excelled,  but  which  often  evaporate 
under  the  grofs  touch  of  editors  and  commen- 
tators ? The  perfevering  and  humble  obedience 
of  Cordelia  might  induce  her  after  all  the  harjh 
treatmeut  of  her  father,  to  fhewherfelf fill  prompt 
in  the  performance,  even  of  the  moll  trifling 
duty,  and  it  would  be  conliHent  with  her  gen- 
tlenefs,  on  the  approach  of  ftrangers  to  conceal 
every  mark  of  difquiet  and  domehic  unealinefs. 
% 

Of  the  palTages  alteredf  as  Mr.  B.  chufes 
to  exprefs  himfelf,  w^e  have  now  a copious  de- 
tail, and  though  \ by  no  means  think  it  necef- 
fary  to  cltablilh  the  MSS.  that  they  Ihould  al- 
ways contain  the  heft  reading,  I think  I can 
clearly  prove  that  they  do  not  invariably  follow 
the  worji,^''  and  that  Mr.  B.  at  leall  In  many 
inflances  has  been  very  unfortunate  in  feledling 
the  objedls  of  his  criticifra.  As  it  is  very  pro- 
bable that  Shakfpeare,  who  wrote  as  it  were 
fans  pede  in  unof  did  not  always  flop  to 
numerate  his  fyllables,  or  to  punctuate  his  pe- 
riods (certainly  not  the  latter)  we  may  conclude 
that  his  tranfcript  would  not,  in  every  inhance, 
divide  the  verfes  exaBly  as  metre  required — A 
word,  or  fy liable  might  be  fubjoined  to  the  end 
of  one  line,  which  the  eye  of  a reader,  at  all 
F con- 
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converfant  with  the  fubje6l  might  eafily  carry 
forward  to  the  fucceeding  line. 

Upon  this  view  of  the  fubjedl,  though  I own 
with  a great  degree  of  diffidence,  I have  ven- 
tured to  give  the  execration  of  Lear,  from  the 
MSS.  with  fuch  ^unBuatlon^  and  arrangement  as 
I ffiould  imagine  it  to  have  really  received  in 
performance. 

It  may  be  fo — harkf«  Nature ! hear  dear  Goddefs ! 
Sufpend  thy  purpofe,  if  thou  nvouldejl  make 

“ This  creature  frightful! — into  her  womb  convey 
Sterility ! 

‘‘  Dry  up  in  her  the  organs  of  increafe: 

“ Andletnobabe  fpring  thence  to  honour  her. 

“ But  if  fhe  mult  teem,  create  her  child  of  fpleen ; 

And  let  it  channel  wrinkles,  on  her  brow 
Of  youth,  with  tears ; turn  all  her  pains 
To  laughter  and  contempt;  that  fhe  may  know 

“ How  ftiarp  and  like  a ferpent’s  tooth  it  is, 

‘‘  To  have  a thanklefs  cliild.’’ 

The  deviations  from  the  MSS.  hearken^  in 
the  firfl,  and  wouldejl^'  in  the  fecond  line,  are 
only  fuch  fyllabic  extenfion  as  a fpeaker  would 
almofi:  unavoidably  introduce.  The  infertion  of 
thence  or  fome  fuch  word,  in  the  lixth  line,  and 
the  omiffion  of  rude^  before  laughter  in  the 
tenth,  infer,  perhaps,  a more  fcrupulous  atten- 
tion tp  metre  than  that  age  w^s  remaxtoble  for, 

and 
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ftnd  the  word  create  in  the  feventh  line,  may, 
by  a very  common  licence,  be  allowed  to  pafs 
as  two  fhort  fyllables  or  one  long  one.*  The 
breaks  in  the  fourth  line  feems  juflified  by  the 
fenfe,  and  is  perfe6tly  cohfonant  to  the  flyle  of 
Shakfpeare  in  many  parts  of  this  fame  play — 
the  word  accent  for  Jharj^^  in  the  ninth,  is  at 
lead;  equal  to  cadent  it’s  modern  fubftitute. 

- ' ' \ ^ ' 

t - r \i  ^ ' - • , ■ . . 

It  will  perhaps  be  objc6ted,  that  the  necejfity 
of  fuch  alterations  implies  a defe3  in  the  MSS. 
but  the  fame  confideration  teems  to  ftrengthen 
their  authenticity;  for  however  incorre6t  ath 
author  may  be  in  his  original  tranfeript,  it  is 
hajrdly  to.be  conceived  that  a forger  would  vo- 
luntarily  expofe  himfelf  to  critical  ohje6tion^  by 
unnecejfary  fupeffluity  or  omillion. 

The  fecond  quotation  of  Mr.  B.  feems  ta 
eftablith  the  probability  of  hajie  in  fome  in- 
ftances  of  Shakfpeare’s  writing,  by  the  intro- 
dudlion  of  play  this  part  again,”  which 
thould  be  marginal^  into  the  text^ 

* Mr.  Malone  obferves  that  the  words  father,  brother,  mo- 
ther, and  many  of  fimilar  found,  were  ufed  by  Shakfpeare 
as  monofyllabks.  See  note  in  fc.  4.  ait  3 of  Lear,  page  154. 
Johnfon  and  Steev^ns’s  laft  edition. 

. F 2 ^ The 
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The  MSS.  prefent  us  with  this  beautifuf 
idea,  . ’ 

Kill  thy  phyficlan,  and  the  fee  bellow 
“ Upon  the  yieZ-difeafe.’’ 

Calling^  immediate  recollection  the  7nmd 
dlfeafed’''*  of  Macbeth,  but  which  Mi*.  Boadeii 
with  equal  delicacy  of  tafte,  and  accuracy  of 
judgment,  would  change  to  the  foul  difeafe. 
This  may  have  been  one  of  the  corredcions 
which  occurred  to  him  from  the  refledlion 
in  his  clofet  upon  circumjlances  recorded^  and 
by  applying  to  things  the  nde  of  Chronology  1"* 

I pafs  over  feveral  pafTages  felecled  by  Mr. 
B.  rherely  as  fpecimens  of  incorredlnefs,  to  come 
to  thofe,  on  which  he  attempts  to  difplay  his 
critical  powers.  On  the  pafTage 

“ Truth’s  a dog  that  mull  to  kennel,  while  my  lady  Irach 
may  (land  by  the  fire  and  llink.” 

A learned  * emendation  is  offered  of  vroaeh 
for  hrach — Mr^  Boaden  is,  perhaps,  ignorant 

that 

* In  thefe  emendations  Mr.  B.  feems  to  be  by  no  means 
fortunate,  a little  further  oh  he  offers  to'  corred:  the  words 

**  diffolution  of  Handing  armes  ” by  fubllituting  “ amities,** 

. • - ..  Now 
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that  hrach^  from  the  Italian  hracco,  is  applied  to 
litches  of  the  hunting  kind.  - 

‘‘  Edzar,  Hound  or  fpaniel  hrache  or  lym.’* 

AH  2,*  Sc,  9. 

tt  does  not  appear  that  the  fenfe  would 
necejfarily  require  either  of  thofe  words.  Yet 
if  any  be  adopted,  it  cannot  be  Mr.  Boa- 
den’s,  however  ingenious  his  conjecture  may 
appear. 

Not  more  fortunate  is  the  critical  acumen  dif- 
played  on  the  line 

“ And  with  Adam-likg  nakednefs,  out-face 

“ The  wind  and  perfecutiop  of  the  iky.” 

The  objedlion  againft  the  metre  may  be  an- 
fwered  by  infrances  of  the  ufe  of  the  da6iylic 
foot  in  this  very  fpeech^  as  well  as  in  other  parts 
of  Shakfpeare. 

**  Edgar.  Sometimes  with  lunatic  banns,  fometimes  with 
’ prayers.” 

And  in  Othello : 

“ To  counfel  Caffio  to  this  parallel  courfe.” 

Now  this  paiTage,  if  genuine,  muft  require  the  former  er- 
preflion,  becaufe  that  part  of  the  fpeech  alluded  to  is  an  enu- 
meration of  political  evils— “ dearth,”  “ divifions  in  ftate,” 
&c.  among  which,  the  diflblution  of  a long  flanding  army  is 
to  be  reckoned  of  the  higheft  importance. 


With 
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, With  regard  to  the  fenfe,  Mr.  B.  feems  to  fup- 
pofe  that  there  muft  exifl  in  the  meaning  of 
the  poet  a limilar  confufion  to  that  which  muft 
have  entered  his  own  head : when  Ed^ar  likens 
his  nahednefs  to  that  of  Adam^  it  by  no  means 
follows^  that  the  fimilitude  muji  alfo  be  applied 
to  the  weather. 

Edgar,  in  his  foliloquy,  exclaims — 

“ Poor  Tom! — Voot  Edgar  ! 

That  indeed  is  fomething — I am  nothing  /’^ 

Which  our  critic  fagacioufly  blames,  as  an 
imprudent  difclofiire  of  his  name  to  the  winds  on 
a folitary  heath  ; and  yet  he  recommends  the 
common  reading,  againji  zvhich  the  fame  objec- 
tion lies  : 

“ Poor  Turlegood— — Poor  Tom  ! 

“ That  fomething,  yet  Edgar,  I nothing  am.** 

The  difference,  however,  in  poetical  excel- 
lence, feems  to  be  much  in  favour  of  the  for- 
mer, as  the  immediate  tranfition  from  poor  Tom 
to  poor  'Edgar ^ is  more  pathetic,  and  more  con- 
fonant  to  the  natural  flow  of  feeling.  In  this 
arrangement  too,  the  words  that  indeed  is 

fomething,”  feem  juflly  applied  to  the  recol 
letlion  of  his  former  fituation  ; if  we  follow  the 
'i  ' other 
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other  reading,  we  fhall  be  led  into  the  abfurdity 
of  fuppofing  him  to  fet  a value  upon  the  flate 
of  a Bedlam  beggar,” 

From  thefe  and  fome  limilar  compalrifons,  in 
which  the  reader  will  not,  perhaps,  be  always 
of  the  fame  opinion  with  the  critic^  Mr.  B. 
concludds^  that  to  read  the  new  publication^  was  a 
I fource  of  afionijhmeht  and  laughter T — Aftoiiijh^ 

ment  af  fuch  a decihon  mud;  be  felt  by  every  one 
who  has  confulted  thofe  paragraphs  of  the  Oracle, 
which  we  have  feledted— and  laughter  will  pro^ 
bably  be  the  confequence  of  obferving  fuch  an  in^ 
confijiency^  in  the  diiferent  opinions  of  the  fame 
writer. 

The  omiffions' come  next  to  be 
conlidered ; but  as  thefe,  however  plainly 
proved,  will  afford  no  conclufive  argument^  I 
pafs  over  them,  to  confider  what  Mr.  B.  calls 
the  bold  and  hazardous  interpolations.”  A 
' few  words  in  the  dialogue  of  Lear  and  Edgar 
are  firfl  cited,  which  are  not  probably  of  the 
highefl  poetical  merit,  yet  cannot  certainly  be 
decided  not  to  be  Shqkfpeare 

The  other-  inflances  I fhall  give  in  their  or- 
der. Firfl,  the  defcriptipn  of  Dover  cliff : 

This 


C 40  ) 

“ This  cliff,  this  wonder  of  nature, 

Whofe  chalky  lldes  guard  this  our  facred  iflc 

’Gainft  the  rude  fea,  that  doth  in  choler 

Rage,  foam,  and  fpend  itfelf,  till’t  come  to  nothing,'^ 

The  pathetic  exclamation  of  Lear— 


Ha,  Goneril!  what  flatter  this  white  beard? 

“ And  when  the  poor  dog  did  fawn  and  lick  thee, 

Didft  beat  him  out  of  doors  ? ’’ 

His  tender  recolledtion  of  Cordelia’s  good 
qualities,  and  his  revenge  for  her  death,  both 
conceived  in  terms  highly  poeticaL^- 

Her  voice  was  ever  foft 

“ And  low — -f>wect  mujlc  d*er  the  rlpling  fir  earn  ! 

“ O yes,  by  Heavens ! ’twas  I kill’d  the  flaye, 

That  did  round  tliy  foft  heck  the  murderous 
And  damned  cord  entwine.” — 

Inftance  the  is  the ' fpeech  of  Kent, 
preferving  in  the  moment  of  death,  all  his 
charadleriflic  fifmnefs  and  fidelity,  ^ 

Thanks,  Sir;  but  I go  to  that  unknown  land, 

That  chains  each  pilgrim  faft  within  its  foil ; 

“ By  living  men  mofi  Jhunn^d^  mofi  honoured. 

“ Still  my  good  mafter  this  fame  journey  took ; 

“ He  calls  me,  I am  content,  and  ftraight  pbey, 

’ Then  farewell^  world,  the  hufy  feene  is  done ; 

Kent  lived  mofi  true-^Kcnt  dies  mofi  like  a man.^* 

Each 
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Each  of  thefe  fpecimens  poffefTes  fufficient 
merit  to  recommend  itfelf  ioreal  judges  of  poe- 
try. They  are  not,  perhaps,  the  rnoji  fimjhed 
of  Shakfpeare's  produ6tions  ; but  they  befpeak 
themfelves  fo  truly  his,  that  (to  retort  Mr. 
Boaden’s  affertlon  on  another  occafion),  he 
who  can  believe  thefe  lines  to  be  interpola- 
tions,  has  neither  tafle  in  fentiment,  nor  dif* 
cernment  in  compofition,” 

With  fuch  fentiments,  we  fhall,  no  doubt, 
fully  fubfcribe  to  the  authenticity  of  Shakfpeare’s 
lignature  at  the  end  of  this  play  : and  when  we 
recolle6l  how  long  it  was  after  Mr.  Boaden  firft 
faw  the  MSS.  before  he  doubted,  we  fhall  with 
difficulty  believe  that  they  could  have  been  fuch 
an  unfkilfully  executed  and  manifeftdelufionf 

It  is  impojfible  that  fo  Jagacious  a critic  could 
have  been  mifled  at  fird:,  by  MSS.  contain- 
ing fo  many  grofs  impurities  we  mud, 
therefore,  fuppote,  that  he  is  one  of  thofe  who 
can 

difpute, 

■“  Confute,  change  iides,  and  ftill  confute:’* 

and  that  either  his  former  or  his  prefent  profef- 
fions  were  the  produ6lion  of  ingenuity , the 
fportive  exercife  oi  deceptive  talent;  The  didi- 

G culty 
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culty  is,  to  decide,  when  Mr.  B.  is  in  jejl^  and 
when  in  earyieji  ; wJiat  his  meaning  is^  or  whe-^ 
ther  he  has  any  meaning  at  all.  ‘ 

Quo  teneain  vultus  niutantem  Protea  nodo  ?’* 

I 

If  there  be  any  fixed  ftandard  by  which  to 
try  his  tajie^  it  mufi  be  found  in  his  ow  u poeti- 
cal efFufions.  But  here  again  we  are  at  a lols. 
He  furely  could  not  intend  ferioujly  to  produce, 
as  imitatiafis  of  Shakfpeare,  his  * Vortigern  and 
Bowena ; — the  defpicable  nonfenfe  which  he 
puts  into  the  mouths  of  his  heroes,  may  ferve, 
perhaps,  in  his  opinion,  as  a burlefque  upon 
fome  other  produ6lion ; but  as  he  has  chofen^ 
to  prelent  them ' ttvice  to  the  public,  he  may 
pojfihly  conceive  that  they  pojjefs  fome  in- 
irinfic  merit.  In  deference  to  Inch  an  opinion, 
we  will  feledl  two  or  three  fpeeches.-— Kengift 
is  made  to  delcribc,  with  much  precifion  and 
exa6i7iefs,  the  origin  and  nature  of  his  expedi-^ 
tion 


“ Moft  noble  King,  from  Ger7nany  we  come, 

“ And  Saxony^  the  province  of  our  hirth  ; 

“ Th’  occafion  is,  to  tender  our  afiiftance 
Kven  you^  or  to  fome  Prince,’* 

^ See  Extra^i  at  the  end  of  Mr.  B’s  Letter, 


With 
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With  equal  judgment  this  accurate  Prince 
thus  verlifics  the  calendar,  in  giving  an. account 
oiliis  reVigion — . • 

“ For  our  religion,  King,  know,  that  woe  ‘worjhip 
“ Woikn  erpecially,  who  gives  name 
“To  the  fourth  day  of  every  ^eek  of  time* 

“ Next  to  him  we  adore  the  goddefs  Frea, 

“ From  whom  the  fxth  day  claims  its  honoured  name.'''* 

♦ < > 

We^  worjhip,  Woden  -wonderfully  well ! 

This  is,  indeed,  a mouthful  of  alUteration  ! Nor 

; » 

is  Vorilgern  behind  hand  in  depth  of  obfervation 
and  of  manners  : 

“ Warriors,  I need  not  fpend  the  time 
In  ^ain  and  empty  falutations — Courtejy 
. “ Should  llill  be  found  in  courts ; or  they  tiiufi:  change 
■“  Their  nature,  and  that  gentle  power  its  name. 

Ohe  jam' fatis  ! *^Mf  thefe  were  intended  as 

bones  for  a critic  cur,”  they  are  delicat^ 
ones,  indeed.”  But  if -Mr.  Boaden  has  been 
flattered”  into  a belief  that  they  merit  to  he 
colleBedj'  if  he  adduces  them  in  the  hope 
.that  they  will  eclipfe  the  true  Vortigern ; or  if 
•he  thinks  they,  in  the  mofl;  trifling  degree, 

■ “ refemble  the  great  poet it  would  be  ufelcfs 
to  wafle  words  upon  the  fubje^l,  fuch  ahfurdity 
is  out  of  the  reach  of  argument.  One  circum- 

* o 

fiance,  however,  relative  .to  their  publication, 
G a feems 
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fecms  to  deferve  Jerious  animadverfion  : from 
the  equivocal  manner  of  their  appearance,  the 
public  was  left  to  fuppofe  that  they  were  adlually 
extracted  from-  Mr,  Ireland's  MSS,  and  that 
gentleman  lay  under  the  imputation  of  palming 
upon  the  world  this  execrable  jargon,”  as 
the  produdlion  of  Shakfpeare. 

The  critical  obfervations  of  Mr.  Boaden  on 
the  Jiyle  of  the  remaining  Papers  will  be  bell 
anfivered  by  recalling  the  reader’s  attention  to 
the  paragraphs  in  the  Oracle  relative  to  the  fame 
produHions,  • ^ 


tETTER  TO  ANNA  HATHERWAYE. 


ORACLE.,  JAMES  BOADEN,  ESQ^ 

I'hh  letter  is  **  diflinguifh-  “ ^his  letter  muft,  if  ge- 

ed  for  the  utmoft  delicacy  nuine,  have  been  written 

“ of  and  poetical  “ at  fixteen'years  of  age,— 

“ fpirit^-^  ; The  expreffions  han}e  no* 

“ thing  of  the  charaHer  of  OUT 
**  profe,  in  that  period  of  our 
^ literature.  The  verfes 

“ (that  follow  in  Mr.  Ire- 

« , “ land^s  publication)  are  wof- 

“ thy  of  no  other  notice,  than 
“ that  they  are  metrically 
fmooth.’^  Page  40.  of  a. 
‘Letter  to  G>  Stwvens,  Efq. 

LETTER 
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LETTER  TO  LORD  SOUTHAMPTON. 

' 

ORACLE.  Hv  0 JAME3  BOADEN, 

**  A difcovery  relative  to  **  The  judicious  critic  at 
‘‘  Lord  Southampton,  re-  once  perceives  the  modern. 
“ fle(^ting  immortal^  honour'  “ colouring  of  didtion,  and 
on  the  bounty  of  the  one,  “ flow  of  language.-’’  Page 
and  the  modcfly  of  the  42. 

“ other.  The  convidlion  > 

“ produced  upon  ojcr  mind  is  . . .1- 

“ fuch  as  to  make  all  fcepti- 

**  cifm.  ridiculous,^*  • * ^ 

* 

Quaere,  Are  we  to  underftand  that  Mr. 
Boaden  is  not  a judicious  critic^  or  that  he  has 
only  become  fo  within  thefe  fe%v  months  f If  the' 
latter,  it  might  be  ferviceable  to  the  public,  to 
divulge  the  fecret  of  fo  Judden  an  acquilition  of 
judgment. 


The  profession  op  FAITH. 


ORACLE. 

A profeffion  of  his  reli- 
**  gious  faith,  rationally  pious 
^ and  grandlj  exprcjjciir* 


JAMES  BOADEN,  ESQ. 

“ Nothing  but  the  puerile 
quaintnefs  and  idiomatic 
“ pofuerty  of  a methodiji  rhap-^ 
“ fody  ! Exquifite  nonfenfej 
“ Execrable  jargon  V*  P*  42, 
43t  44' 
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It  may  be  of  ufe  to  confider  what  Mr.  B.  thus 
calls  exquiftte  nonfenfe^  and  execrable  jargon,—^ 
The  paflages  alluded  to,  are  the  following 
fublime  and  pathetic  effulions  of  piety  : — 

* Yet  will  I hope,  for  even  the  poor  prifo- 
ner,  when  bound  with  galling  irons,  even  he 
will  hope  for  pity  ; and  when  the  tears  of 

fweet  repentarice  bathe  his  wretched  pillow,  he 
then  looks  and  hopes  for  pardon.” 

Great  God,  receive  me  *o  thy  bofom, 
where  all  is  fweet  content  and  happinefs  ; all 
is  blifs  : where  difeontent  is  yiever  heard  ; but 
where  one  bond  of  frieiidjliip  unites  all  men  ! 
Forgive,  O Lord,  all  our  tins  ; and  with  thy 
great  goodnefs  take  us  all  to  thy  breaft^'' 

It  feems  that  Mi*.  B.  is  difpleafed  with  the 
metaphors  of  fnow  diflilling  from  the  leafy 
tree,”  and  of  the  chicken,  that  under  the 
covert  of  her  fpreading  wings  receives  her 
little  brood.”  They  are  both  perfedlly  cor-^ 
reBy  Snow  didils  rapidly,  though  almoft  infenfi- 
bly  from  the  leafy  tree,  as  the  mind  links  under 
the  contemplation  of  a fubjedl  too  mighty  for 
.it’s  grafp  : and  a more  exquilitely  beautiful 
‘pidlure  of  parental  tendernefs  cannot  ealily  be 
conceived  than  that  of  the  Mother-Bird  hover- 

* See  Profeffion  of  Faith,  in  Mr.  Ireland’s  folio  publication. 

ing 
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ing  over  her  young,  and  anxioufly  prote(ftlng 
them  from  injury.  Thefe  interefting  pi6tures 
cannot  juflly  be  fald  to  poflefs  “ the  modern 
colouring  of  dicStion  and  fiow  of  language,” 
at  lead,  if  we  are  to  form  a judgment  of  modern  ' 
produefions  by  thofe  of  the  luminary  before  us. 
He,  it  is  true,  deals  an  metaphors,  but  certainly 
of  a different  Jiamp  from  thole  above  quoted ; 
in  his  pamphlet,  after  he  has  flifFered  us  to 
drink  of  the  rivers f he  delights  our  ears 
with  the  roaring  of  its  fall,”  which  is  un- 
doubtedly making  a very  (economic  ufe  of  a 
poetical  figure  ; and  in  deferibing  the  cloudy 
incrujiations  of  a gem,”  he  dilplays  an  equal 
knowledge  of  Metaphorzxi^Mmeralogy.  Were  we 
to  wander  beyond  the  limits  of  his  pamphlet, — 
were  we  to  refer  to  ti\Q  dramatic  works  of  this  great 
man,  we  Ihould  find  in  every  page  tropes  of  a 
new  and  f ngular  nature ; fome  where  found  pre- 
vail over  fenfe,  and'others  where  the  found  and 
the  fenfe  were  alike  confufed,  flrange  and  incom- 
prehenlible.  We  fhould  find  * Mewling  Mam- 
meis  at  the  nurfe’s  breafl,”  Soldiers  fpecu- 
lating  innumerable  wounds,”  Heavy  clouds 
in.  fummer  s haunches,”  and  Oujiom  which 
no  earthly  hreath  may  e’er  withfland to- 

* See  Secret  Tribunal,  and  extracts  from  Vortigern  in 
Mr.  S/s  pamphlet. 
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gelher  with  others  alike  novel  and  amuling ; 
yet  this  is  the  Knight  errant,  fo  flrcnuous  for 
“ the  credit  of  '^w^i^Uterature^'' — ^\Qj4rthegaI, 
who  by  one  ftroke  of  his  critic  fword  is  to  lay 
in  ruins  the  fabrick  of  poetical  impotlure  ! 

Thus  far  we  have  followed  Mr.  B.  in  his  cri-  . 
tlcal  mvejligation  oi  the  papers  themfelves, — let 
us  now  accompany  him  to  the  myfteriouS  n 
clofety'"  where  his  doubts  were  lirft  accu- 
^ mulated”  from  reflexions  upon  circumflances 
recorded.” — Here  it  feems  is  his  flrong  hold, 
here'  he  applies  to  things  the  mle  of  chrono- 
logy,”  and  to  perjom  the  records  of  biogra- 
phy — here,  he  weighs  in  tlie  balance  the 
hitherto  invaluable  relics,”  and  lo  1 they  are 
found  wanting ! 

In  what  manner  diftruil  firit  entered  his 
mind,”  Mr.  B.  thinks  it  iinnecejfary  to  irate.” 
We  may,  however,  entertain  a different  opinion, 
if  we  imagine  that  any  thing  like  perfoyiality  en- 
tered into  his  motives.  Whether  this  rvere,  or 
were  not  the  cafe,  may  probably  appear  from 
“ the  reflection”  in  our  ozvn  clofet”  upon  the 
following  faCts,  which,  though  not  recorded 
2S^flrihly  true. 


s 
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On  the  clay  on  which  Mr.  Ireland’s  publica- 
tion of  the  MSS.  appeared  (the  24th  of  Decem- 
ber) Mr.  Boaden  fent  to  borrow  it,  in  order 
(p'foftffedly)  to  make  extradls/or  liis  newfpaper. 
The  former  gentleman  not  defiring  fuch  /up- 
party  declined  this  friendly  \ and  Mr. 
B.  therefore  fent  to  Mr.  White,  of  Fieet-ftreet, 
who,  ignorant  of  his  intentions,  lent  him  the  vo- 
lume. The  appearance  of  an  extract  in  the  Oracle 
of  the  next  day,  clifeovered  this  not  very  polite 
proceeding  to  Mr.  Ireland,  who,  on  making  it 
known  to  Mr.  White,  that  gentleman  begged 
Mr.  B.  to  return  the  book,  which  he  did,  ac- 
companied by  a note,  wherein  he  thanks  Mr. 
White  for  a view  of  the  moft  JpJendid  impofi^ 
‘‘  tion  he  had  ever  beheld.” 

It  is  pojfible  that  thefe  circumflances  may  have 
given  rife  in  the  mind  of  Mr.  B.  to  a degree  of 
petulant  animofityy  which  is  ever  unfavourable  to 
the  exercife  Xii  judgment y and  which  may  even 
pervert  the  mofl  flriking  and  palpable  evidence^ 
But  leaving  all  conliderations  of  a perfonal  na- 
ture, let  us  come  to  the  chronological  and  hlfiori^ 
cal  objec^lions  : thefe  are  queilions  of  facty  and 
afford  a certahiy  fpecial  ground  of  argument. 
We  will  begin  with  the  letter  fent  by  Queen 

II  Elizabeth^ 
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Elizabeth,  in  her  own  hancUwritlng^  to  Shak* 
ipearc. . 

QUEEN  ELIZABETH’S  LETTER. 

In' the  outfet  of  this  examination”  there  is 
a vifual  prefumption  in  favor  of  this  letter,” 
from  the  agreement  of  the  lignature  with  the 
^ known  autographs  of  that  Queen. — So  far  Mr. 
Boaden. 

There  is  alfo  another  prefumption  in  it’s  fa- 
vor from  the  known  patronage  afforded  to  our 
V poet  by  her  Majefly,  who,  according  to  Rowe,* 
not  only  had  his  plays  a6led  before  her,  but 
gave  him  many  gracious  marks  of  her  favour, 
This  letter  appears,  and  very  naturally,  without 
a date ; but  I fhall  prefume  to  give  it  the  date 
of  15B8,  for  reafons  which  will  prefently  appear. 
At  that  time  Shakfpeare  was  about  twenty-four 
years  of  age,  (being  born  in  April  1564)  and  it 
is  triumphantly  ajhed  how  he  could  fo  eafily  have 
rifen  into  notice,  and  have  been  engaged  in  the 
direction  of  a company  of  players.  In  anfwer  to 
this,  I fhall  obferve  (with  the  Editor  of  the 
Oracle)  that  the  old  “ Story  of  Shakfpeare’s 

. * See  Rowe’s  Life  of  Shakfpeare  in  Johnfon  and  Steevens’s 

lall  ediUon, 

holding 
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**  hohJmg  horfes”  at  the  play-houfc  door,  feerhs 
to  deferve  little  credit ; and  that  he  motl 
probably  rofe,  like  the  Garrick  of  his  age;’* 
to  immediate  and ' diflinguifhed  notice.  Such 
at  leaf!;  are  Xhc  joint  opinions  ^ of  the  annotators^ 
MelTrs.  Malone  and  Steevens,  who  fuppofe  (I 
think  very  rationally)  that  Shakfpeare,  when  he 
fied  fury  of  Sir  Thomas  Lacy, 'while  very 
young,  might  find  an  eafy  admittance  to  the 
flage,  having  a townfman  (if  not  relation)  of  the 
name  of  Green,  then  a player  oi'iomt,  eminence  ; 
and  if  fo,  is  it  all  furprifirig  that  the  fuperiority 
of  his  talents  fhould  have  enabled  him  very 
foon  to  take  a leading  part  in  the  management 
of  the  Theatre  ? -f*  , ^ 

Thus  it  appears  that  it  is  far  from  improhahle 
that  Elizabeth  fhould  write  to  Skakfpeare  to 
come  with  his  heft''*  actors,  to  Wait  upon  her. 
But  it  is  added,  the  Lord  Leicefler  will  be 
with  us.”  Now,  fays  Mr.  B.  the  lateji  period 
at  which  this  Lord  could  have  attended  HolH- 
day  fooleries  was  in  the  year  i585.’^-^Strange 

■\  i t 

* See  page  63,  Johnfon  and  Steevens^s  laft  edition* 

f Since  writing  the  above,  I am  informed,  that  within  fhefe 
few  days,  a deed  has  been  difcovered  which  will  pat  thi^ 
matter  leyond  all  qucjlion^  and  which  will  in  due  time  be  laid 
before  the  pnhlic  at  large  ! • > ’ 

H 2 indeed  I 
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indeed  ! -that  this  mtelUgent  critic”  fliouM 
have  applied  to  things  the  mle  of  chronology” 
fo  imperfedlly.  I will  venture  to  remind  him 
of  the  tranfadliohs  of  the  year  1588.  On  the 
of  July,  the  terrible  Armada,  which  had  fo 
long  threatened  our  ifland,  was  feen  for  the  lajt 
time  flying  before  our  vidiforious  fleet — within  a 
day  or  two  after  the  Queen  entered  London  in 
folemn  proceflion^  attended  by  the  Lords  Hunf- 
don  and  Leicefler. — Each  of  thefe  noblemen 
had  attended  her  at  the  camp  at  Tilbury  ; tlie 
former  having  the  command  of  34,000  foot  and 
20cohorfe,and  the  latter  of  22,000  foot  and  1000 
horfe  ; and  being  both  very  high  in  her  confidence y 
they,  no  doubt,  participated  in  the  entertain- 
ments which  were  fo  abundantly  difplayed  upon 
the  occafion.  The  expreflion  of  public  joy  on 
this  glorious  raent  was  not  confined  to  one  mode 
of  rejoieingy  nor  to  a fhort  duration  of  enjoy- 
ment. Plays,-  Balls,  and  every  kind  of  enter^ 
tainmentAyere  exhibited  throughout  the  kingdom 
for  a confiderable  length  of  time ; and  it  is  very 
probable  that  it  was  upon  this  occafiony  that 
Shakipeare  was  honoured  with  the  favor  of  his 
Royal  Aliflrefs. 

‘There  is  oiic  more  objedlion,  which  may  fervQ 
as  a fjDecimen  of  Mr.  Boaden’s  Logic  never 
perverted  by  fophifiny — The  Globe  Theatre 

was 
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''Was  not  built  till  i^g6!  Indeed!  and  how  is 
this  proved  ? Why  truly  hy  a contraB  in  1599  to 
build  a Playhoufc  like  that  newly -erected  one, 
called  the  Globe. 

N0VV5  as  Playhoufesdo  not  arife  with  thecelerity 
of  muthrooms,  I wdfh  to  know  how  Mr.  Boaden 
proves  to  demonjl  ration,'  that  the  exa6l  term 
of  three  years  Ipecified  by  the  words  newly- 

ere&ed or  why  it  may  not  equally  well  re- 
fer to  ten,  nay  to  twenty  or  thirty  years  back  ? , 


101588  Lo  DO  WINE,  fays  Mr.  B.  was  then  twelve 
years  old,  and  fagacioufly  infers  that  he  coidd 
not  adl  any  part,  • forgetting  the  charadfers  of 
Arthur,  Rutland,  &c.”  On  further  examination 
wefhall  find  this  very  circumjiance  io  hem  favor 
of  the  MSS. ; for  we  there  find  2s.  fet  down,  as 
a prefent,  to  Lodowine,  whofe  youth  alone  could 
occafion  .the  fmallnefs  of  the  fuin,  fince  in  1609, 
at  the  age  of  thirty-three,  he  received  a falary 
of  thirty  fhillings  per  week,  ^ , 


. The  promifTory  note  to  Heming  is  dated  1389, 
it  mentions  work  done  at  the  Globe,  thus  agree- 
ing 
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ing  with  the  fuppolitions  neceiTary  to  tindef- 
ftand  the  other  papers  ; but  agreement  of  this 
kind  is  not  the  chara6ter  of  impofture ; one 
cannot  believe  that  fo  many  authorities  Ihoiild 
bear  together  upon  one  pointy  and  that  the 
offspring  o f faljh  ood. 


We  meet  with  no  other  chronological  objec- 
- lions  until  we  come  fo  the  deed  of  gift  to  Ireland t 
here  indeed  we  have^  as  before,  good  round 
affertioriy  but  nothing  like  proof.  This  deed 
contains  a bequeft  of  the  play  of  Lear^  among 
others,  and  is  dated  Otdoher  25,  1604  ; but  we 
are  told  that  the  Lear  was  not  then  written^  an 
argument,  certainly  veiy  convincing,  if  it  had'the 
leaf  foundation.  How  ftands  the  faxft  ? Mr. 
Malone  * fhrewdly  gueftes,  mark  gneffes,  that 
it  was  not  written  till  after  the  acceffion  of 
James  the  Firft  to  the  crown  of  England,  which 
happened,  fays  Mr,  Boaden,  on  the  24th  of 
OBoher  1604 ; but  which  happened, Hijiory^ 
- on  the  24th  of  March  1602-3.  So  much  for 
accuracy  of  dates,  and  Ikill  in  comparifon  ! 

* See  Attempt  to  afcertain  the  Chronology  of  Shakfpeare’s 
Plays,  by  Malone.  Johnfon  and  Steevens’s  laft  edit.  vol.  r. 
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It  has  been  Inlidioufiy  rumoured  that  Mr, 
Ireland  claimed  the  MSS.  in  his  poffeffion, 
as  being  lineally  dcfcended  from  the  friend  of 
Shaklpeare.  I had  the  curiolity  to  afk  Mr, 
Ireland  if  fuch  a rumour  were  well  founded, 
and  received  for  anfvver,  that  fo  abfiird  an  idea, 
never  entered  his  mind,  and  had  merely  been 
circulated  for  the  purpofe  of  calling  an  odium 
upon  the  MSS.' 

The  term  five  pounds  five  {hkllings fmHeming’ $ 
receipt,  has  been  objected  to,  as  not  being  then 
ufed  in  computation — how  juftly,  will  appear  by* 
the  following  extracts^  from  the  colle61ion  of 
ordinances  and  regulations  for  the  government 
of  the  Royal  Houfehold  from  the  reign  of 
' Edw.  III.  down  to  William  and  Mary,  pub- 
iifhed  by  the  Society  of  Antiquaries  in  1 790, 

Elizabeth.  j.  d. 

Page  255 — 'Joyner’s  fee 19  19  .0 

Record 16  16  8 &c. 

Having  thus  purfued  the  critical  examina- 

tion  of  the  MSS.”  ^ into  all  its  branches  ; 
having  fcrupuloufly  examined  the  evidence, 
internal  and  external^  and  weighed  every  ob- 
jection fuperfcial,  literary^  and  chronological^ 
which  has  been  adduced  againfl  them — 1 beg 

leave 
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leave  to  draw  a few  general  conclufions  from 
the  whole ^ both  with  refpedl  to  the  M SS.  tJiem^ 
felves^  and  to  the  manner  in  which  they  have 
been  examined  by  Mr.  Boaden.  On  the  latter 
pointy  it  feems  evident  that  the  perfon  who  has 
fo  violently  oppofed  their  authenticity,  is  by  no 
means  qualified  for  the  office  he  has  undertaken. 

With  no  knowledge  of  his  fubje6f  (as  it  after- 
wards appeared  in  his  pamphlet)  he  was  ori- 
ginally profufe  in  his  commendation,  and  ojfij- 
cioujly  deiirous  of  defending-  what  needed  not 
his  feeble  fupport.  With  equal  rajlinefs  he  then 
veered  to  the  oppofite  fide\  and  commenced  an 
attack  on  what  is  far  fiiperior  to  his  hohility — 
Who,  then,  fufficiently  admire  that  fagacity, 
which  after  two  months  acquaintance  with  the 
MSS.  could  difeover,  that  upon  the  very  furface^ 
their  appearance  and  orthography  were  fuch  as 
to  ftartle  an  intelligent  obferver.”  We  are 
amirzed  at  the  chronological  accuracy  which,  after 
long  meditation  in  the  clofet,”  found  out  dif- 
cordances  that  infa^dad.  not  exifl: — but  our  afto- 
niffiment  is  raifed  to  it’s  acme  on  obferving  the 
deep  literary  experience,  and  cidtical  acumen, 
which  difeovered  the  fame  productions  to  be  at 
once  animated  with  the  genius  of  a Shakfpeare, 
and  not  to  rife  alove  the  ftyle  of  a methodifl 
rhapfody.”  What  ahfurdity  and  contradiction! 

I fin^ 
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I lincerely  hope,  however,  that  theje  were  the 
only  defers  of  mind,  which  gave  birth  to  Mr. 
Boaden^s  Pamphlet.  Ignorance  is  excufable,  but 
if  a fen  ration  of  envious  jealoufy,  or  malignant 
animolity  Ihould  have  dictated  this  outrage  upon 
the  character  of  Mr.  Ireland,  and  upon  the 
froduBlons  of  Shakfpeare,  it  would  merit  not 
contempt,  but  the  mofl  perfect!  abhorrence! 

Of  this  the  public  mull  judge — and  though 
they  will  laugh  at  thejmpotent  efFulions  of" 
folly,  they  will  treat  . with  a juji  indignation  the 
efforts  oi  calumny — If  Mr.  l^oaden’s  aim  be  that^ 
of  candid  critieifm^  and  fair  invefligation,  much 
as  he  may  have  erred,  he  will  efcape  fevere  ani- 
madverlion ; but  if  he  .or  any  other  perfon  be 
found  to  have  carried  on  an  infidipus  hojiility,  to 
have  circulated  malicious  and  unfounded  reports, 
and  to  have  inftituted  a prejudiced  and  violent 
oppofition  againd:  the  liberal  difcuffion  of  tlie  - 
fuhjeB,  their  aSiions  Ihould  be  reprefled  by  the 
interpofition  of  authority,  , . ' 

It  has  been  reported  that  a party  is  now 
forming  to  obhruc^  thejufl  exefeife  of  public 
judgment,  iri  ifs^  decifion  on  the  play  of  King 
Vortigern  (whofe  merit  or  demerit  it  is  impof- 
fible  that  thofe  who  have  not  feen  it  can  be  ac^ 
quaint ed  with)  by  means  of  tumult  and  vio- 
lence— fhduld  fuch  an  attempt,  fo  bate,  * fo  in-  ' 

I ' fulling 
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fulting  to  the,  underftandings  of  a Britilh  au- 
dience, be  made,  it  will  no  doubt  be  repelled  by  ‘ 
a generous^  indignation — and  will  recoil  \yith 
ten-fold  < fhame  .upon  the  heads  of  its  infti- 
gators. 

The  juflice,  the  common  jujilce,  due  to  Mr. 
Ireland,  as  an  individual,  is  not  in  the  cafe  of 
this  difcovery,  the  only,  nor  perhaps  the  chief 
point, — It  is  the  caufe  of  Englifh  literature,  the 
cai;fe  of  genius  and  of  truth,  that  is  at  flake! 
They  are  clofely  interefled  in  the  decifion  upon 
the  MSS.  and  therefore  the  lovers  of  them  will 
be  anxious  that  the  fcrutiny  fliould  be  carried 
on  fully ^ buty  fairly — that  no  arts  of  delujion 
fhould  be  ufed  to  prejudice  the  public  mindy  but. 
that  igjiorance  fhould  be  detefled  and  falfehood 
unmajked. 

Although  fully  perfuaded  of  the  excellence  of 
the  MSS.  the  author  will  not  prefume  to  affert 
their  authenticity y ’till  they  fhall  h.^N&  fully  pajfed 
the  deep  Jcientific  inveftigation.  In 

the  interim,  he  cannot  quit  the  fubje6l  without 
obferving  that  they  bear.fuch  ftrong  marks  of 
truth  asc^not  be  Jhakenhy  trifling  objedliqns— r . 
it  is  the  charMBeriflic  of  impoflure  to  refl  its 
defence  on  few  paints y and  on  them,  fludi- 
©udy,  \.o,^aypid^  dtfcujfion — every  fourcc^  of  /«- 
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quiry  is  a fource  of  doubt,  and  every  flep  in  tbc 
progrefs  of  examination  is  intricate,  perplexed, 
and  uncertain.  The  reverfe  is  the  chara^leriflic 
6f  Mr.  Ireland’s  conduct.  “ The  variety  of  the 
MSS.  has  given  occafion  to  every  /pedes  of  evi- 
dence, each  of  which  has  been  feduloiifly  invefti- 
gated  by  all  ^ thofe  who  were  interefled  in 
their  fuccefs — each  proof  feemed  to  corroborate 
the  others,  and  to  give  to  the  whole  a fpirit  of 
confiftency  and  firmnefs  fcarcely  ever  attainable 
by  falfehood. 
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